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ABSTRACT 

Changes that occurred in the use of the dimensions of 
power and function were investigated in a cross-sectional study of 
second-born and only children aged five to 13 years. The 
investigation focused on age of child, sex of child, sex of sibling, 
age-spacing between sibling and sibling status of child. Results 
indicated that children significantly utilized these dimensions to 
discriminate sibling age- and sex-roles and that the presence of an 
older sibling facilitated the learning of power and function in 
social interaction. Sex of the sibling produced markedly different 
perceptions and discriminations of intersibship interaction. Age 
changes were prevalent in the use of these dimensions to discriminate 
sibling age- and sex-roles. The results were discussed in relation to 
previous investigations concerned with Parsonian theory of the family 
as a social system. (Author) 
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Abstract 

Changes that occurred in the use of the dimensions of vover and 
function were invest i Fitted in a c r os s ~ s e c t i on al Btudy of second- 
born and only children a^^ed five to thirteen years. The investi- 
firation focused on age of child, sex of shilc, sex of siblirp-, ape- 
st)acinfr between sibling and sibling status of child. Restuls 
indicated that children significantly utilized these di'mensions to 
discriminate siblinp; age- and sex-roles and that the presence of 
an older sibling facilitated the learning of Dover and function in 
social interaction. Sex of the sibling nroduced iDarkedly different 
perceptions and discriminations o-^ intersibshin interaction. Ap;,e 
changes were prevalent in the use of these diir.ensions to discrimi- 
nate sibling age- and sex-roles. The results were discussed in 
relation to previous investigations concerned with Parsonian 
theory cf the family as a social system. (Emmerich, 1959, I961). 



CHILDPEirc DISCRIMIMAVIO:? Oy SII^LINO ROLE COTiCEPTS"^ 

Nume rous social scientists have stressed the sir;nificance of 
role "oerceDtion as an antecedent of social behavior (Mead, 193^-!; 
Parsons, 1955 ; StrvVer, 196h ) . The ability to di scriminate roles 
Is believed to aid the individual in social interaction by pro- 
viding a basis for anticipating his and others' behavior. 

Investigation of the nature of role discrimiration with in 
the family has been vastly nep;lected (Er;merich, l'959i I961). These 
fev investigations httve focused on describing children's perceDtions 
of age- and sex-roles found vithin the family setting (mother, 
father, son, daughter). The theoretical orientation upon vhich 
these studies vere based follov;ed tlie vlevs of Parsons (1955 ) i'n 
describing the socialization proces.^ of c}tildren vithin the family. 
In brief. Parsons (1955 ) hypo thesi 2;ed that the socialization of the 
child occurred throup;h interactions with family members in which 
motivation was directed toward some goal or where behavior was 
based on some feeling of the child. Each stet) in the socialization 
process followed a sequence of aroused needs and role conceptions. 
The organization or cognition of thc?se needs and role conceptions; by 
the child is thought to be based on the di scr?.minat ion of a certain 
dimension derived from the Pattern Variables {Parsons and Shils, 
1951)} i.e. alternatives that represent a predisposition toward 
available choices for behavior in a particular social system. 

Basing his investigations on Parsonian theory, Emmerich 
(1959, 1961) hypothesized that the di s c r in-i nat i on of parent-child 
(age) roles was based on the perception of the dimension of relative 
poy^ejr and the discrimination of' g 0 x-r ole r-j vas bao e d on the dimension 
of function, e.g. instrumental or expressive forms. Parsons (1955) 
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liypo thesi zed that children's discrimination of ap;e-roles by the nov/er 
dimension bef^an durin/^; the first year follovinp birth vhile dis- 
crimination of sex-roles hy function comir.enced during the third 
year, Discrinination of sex--role concepts vc3 believed to increase 
steadily thereafter, imnlyinr that older children would make 
sharper sex-role discriiainations than young children. 

Since Parsons (1955 ) fi^iled to provide exT?licit definitions 
of role behaviors based on the pover and function dimensions, 
Emmerich (1959, 196l) defined these as follovs : (a) rel ative 

DOve r the degree of control an individual has over the outcome 

or goal of an interaction sequence: and (b) fun ction the degree 

of agreement betveen individuals concerninf^ the goals of an inter- 
action seauence. The use of these diiTiensions to discriminate role 
performances is believed to be based on a d.i chot omous pattern • 
Pover may be Derceived in high or lov terms and function may be 
perceived in terms of behavior that serves to facilitate {goal 
agreement) or interfere (goal disagreement) vith others' actions. 
Role concepts vera defined as discriminations of a particular 
social position on a specific behavioral dimension and vere based on 
intragroup concensus of the characteristic behavior of a position. 

The primary purpose of the present study vasto determine if 
descriptive data could be obtained, comparable tc that of Emmerich 
(19^9, 1961) ^ regarding children's discriminations of sibling age- 
and sex-roles according to the pover and function dimensions. The 
nature of the sibling relationship offers an iriportant additional 
avenue for iii ve s t i g at i ng the dynamics of dyadic relationships vithin 
the family. Since 7vinTrn»rich (l959v I961) has described children's uf-?e 
of these dimension:-, in discriminating family roles (parent-child, 



male-female), it is probable that the use of these dimensions 
generalize to discrimination of sibling? roles. The descriptive nature 
of this investigation had several objectives which are pertinent to 
developmental social psycholof:y. First, since little empirical 
evidence is available concerning the nature of sibling relations, 
an^*" emerging patterns in role perceptions vill aid in describing a 
child's social milieu vithin the sibling relationship and serve to' 
predict future behavior* Second, information concerning: sex and age 
changes, in role concensus vill have bearing on theoretical formula- 
tions such as that of Par s on s ' ( 1 95 5 ) - Thirds the derived parameters 
vill add further information on the value of- the sibling relationship 
in aiding a child's development of self-definition and to anticipate 
both his ovrn and ofcheri^ ' behaivor in social interaction. To further 
illustrate this "ooint , current research trends have focused on 
sources other than the parental model , e.g. siblinp;s, in explaining 
sex-role development (Bif^ner, 1972; Bronf enbrenner , 1958 ; Kahn et , 
al. , 1970; Kohlberp* and Ziglor, 19^7; Santrock, 1970). An important 
questio'n in this area would attempt to ascertain vhich role rela- 
tionships (age or sex) serve as referents of the modeling process 
vithin the siblinifr relationship. 

Research interest in sibling interaction has focused repeatedly 
on differences between first- and second-born children vithin the 
■sibling constellation. The greatest amount of attention has been 
placed on the research paradigms "hhat : (a) an older sibling acts as 
a model and pacemaker for ;vounger siblings; and (b). siblings per- 
ceive each ether as rivals and anta^^:oni st s in social interaction 
( Sampson , . 1965 ) . Biffereilcos between children have been attributed 
to interaction between variables such as sibling status, (presence 
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or absence of a siblinp;), ordinal position, sex of child, sex of 
sibling, and af^e-SDacinp; betveen 3.1blinf^ (Bif^nei-, 1971, 1972; Brim, 
1957*. Koch 1956 a, b, 1957; Sutton-Smith and Rcnenberp, , I96U, 1965 , 
1968, 1970). If it is assumed that differenc^.s in personality trait?; 
among children might veil be ascribed to the dissimilar, diverp;ent 
roles that are enacted in intersibship interaction Gletto (193^0 
as suggested, then it is possible that these variables vould 'be 
particularly salient in mediating differences in children's per- 
ception of the Dover and function role dimensions vithin the 
sibling rela ul on ship . 

On the basis of the rationale previously discuL\sed, the 
following predictions were nade: (l) S i b 1 i n A g e - R o 1 e s : Children 
vould assign. ( a )• high pover actions more frequently to an older 
sibling and lov pover actions to a younger sibling; and (b) goal 
interference actions more freauently to en older sibling; and goal 
-facilitation actions to a youuger sibling. (2) Children vould assign 
(a) high pover actions more frequently to a male siblin^^ and lov 
pover actions to a female sibling; and (b) goal interference actions 
to a male sibling and goal facilitation actions to a fem.ale sibling. 
It vas predicted also that there vould be no significant difference 
in children's assignments of social action dimensions in Hypotheses 
1 and 2 as a function of age, sex of child, sibling status, sex of 
sibling, and age-spacing betveen sibling. 

Method 

SubJ^^t£ 

Four hundred ninety-eight male and female children ranging 
in ago from 5^7 to 13 . H years composed the sample population. Since 
O , the investigation utilized a cross-sectional design, subjects vere 
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selected at frrades K, 2, k, 6, and 8, The sub.jects vere selected at 
each af.^e level accordin/g; to the follovinp; criteria: (a) second- 
L^orn or only (sinrrleton) child; (b) ape-ypacinp betveen sibling: of 
either 12 to 20 months or 28 to ^48 months; (c) from intact homes 
(both mother and father present); (d) middle - class socioecononiic 
background; and (e) Caucasian race. See i oeconoir.i c status was measured 
by the McQuire-Whi te Index of Social Status, Short Form (1955), The 
subjects who met these criteria vere assigned to one of the 
follovinfr subgroups on the basis of sex of sibling and ae;e-spacinp: 
betveen sibling status: 

1- Age-^i^li np: Dyad A (12-20 months age-spacing) 
.a. .Males vith an older brother (AMM) 

b. Males with an older sister (AFM) 

c. Females vith an older brother (AM?) 

d. Females vith an older sistei^ IAFF) 
AfyG'-Sihlinfr Dyad B (28-ii8 months age-snacing) 

a. Males vith an older brother (BMM) 

b. Males vith an older sister (B:PM) 

c. Feiimles : vi th an older brother (BMF) 

d. Females vith an older sister (BFF) 

Table 1 presents subgroup size'j and age descriptions. 



Insert Table 1 about here 



Proc edure 

Tvelve types cf social action vere classified by Emmerich 
(1959 ) according: to -.^over (hi^h and lev) and funct:ion (interference 
and facilitation) dichotomies. These actions vere derived from 
Parsonian theory and vere used to test the hypotheses concerning 
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the dimensions children use in discriminating si'blin^ ap.e- and sex- 
roles. This classification .scheme is presented in Table 2. 

Insert Table 2 about here 

Stylized figure drawings vhich represented four sibling roles 
vere r»repared on three by five inch cards. The figures representing 
these roles differed accordinp- to size and sex and vere presented 
to the subjects based on combinations of the following in pairs: 
(a) older brother (Ml)- younger brother (M2); (b) older sister (Pl)- 
younger sister (F2); (c) older brother (Ml)- older sister (Fl); and 
id) younger brother (M2)- younger sister ( F2 ) . 

The procedure used in testin^r f ollove d -that of Emmerich 
(1959). The subjects vere tested individually by the experimenter 
in a private room near each classroom. The test proper consisted of 
presenting HQ pairs of fixtures in a predetermined order after 
Emmerich (1959). The sequence of pair presentation and corresponding 
social action item is presented in Table 3. Each social action item 
appeared once in each quarter of the pre s en t a t i on s e quen ce . High and 
lov pover items, facilitation-interference items, and individual 
sibling fi/?ures were alternated randomly. The same pair of figures 
did not appear in succession. 

Insert Table 3 about here 

The younger subjects (aged five to seven years) vere brought 
into the experimental room under the guise of pilaying a picture 
game about siblin/;TS. The older subjects (aged nine to 13 years) 
vere «iint)ly ai^ked to participate in a project concerned- vith how 
siblings related to each other. Each subject v:as pr es ented with a 



sample pair of the stylized siblinr fipiurefj, e.r. M1M2 , before the 
test proper was administered, Fach sub.lect v rv ankcd by the exiieri- 
menter to point to or name the appropriate fif^Tirc vho would say, 
"I'm the big brother." After n correct resTn-vjse, cne experimenter 
presented another figure pair fFlF2) to the subject and asked, 
"Who vrould say, 'I'm the little sister.^?'' After the subject had 
responded correctly, the actual testin.r bet':an vjth the presentation 
of the older brother-older sister pair (MlFl) ar.d the instructions, 
"Vho vo'Ud say, ^You can have it.^?" (see Table 3). 
Description of ?f e asureme nt 

The use of pover in discriminating siblinp; af^e-roles vas 
measured by the frequency of assignments of hif-;]i pover items to an - 
older sibling figure (male or female) and lov pover actions to a 
younger sibling figure (male or female). The use of the function 
dimension to discriminate siblinf^ ajf^^e-roler. v^as measured by tiie 
freouency of assignments of goal inter feroioe itens to an older 
sibling figure and goal facilitation itemj; to a younger sibling 
figure . 

The frequency of high power items t)D^ip;ned to a male sibling 
figure (older or younger) and lov •i:>over items to a female sibling 
figure (older or younger) in opposite-sex figure pair presentations 
measured the use of the pover dimension i)} discriminating sibling 
sex-'roles. The frequency of assignment of interference items to a 
male sibling figure and facilitation items to a female sibling 
figure in opposite-sex figure pair presentations measured the use of 
the function dimension in discriminating frlblinr, sex-roles. 
Analys i s_ 

In analyzing the data for intragroup concensus^ chi-square 
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was used to assess if more than half of the social action as s i frnments 
fell above or "belov a point that renresented eoual assignment of 
both dimension types to each figure pair. This r.'oint vas referred to 
as "chance,*' The median test or its extension to severa.l independent 
variables was used to test differences in assignments of the sample 
subgroups, i.e. age, £3x, sibling status, etc. groups. 

Result s 

Sibl ing A,c^e->Role s by Power 

The combin ed frequency of assignments of high and low power 
items on the older ';brother-younn;er bro ther arid older sis ter-youn^:sr 
sister pair comx>arisons was the measure of age-role discrimination 
"by power. Scores could rar.ge from 0 to 2^+ with a score of 12 indi-^ 
eating "chance". The median score for the total sample vas l6.23,. 
and 89 percent of the total sample made scores above .12. 

The total sample utilized the power dimension in discriminatinfr 
sibling age-roles (£ < .001). The older sibling;; was consistently 
assigned high power items and the younger sibling low power items 
in both figure pair comparisons. The data confirmed the prediction 
concerning discrimination of sibling age-roles by power. 

Sex differences were found in the use of. this dimension to 
discriminate age-roles. Boys appeared to be more sensitive to the 
use of this dimension than girls (pCOOI). and this finding did not 
change or increase as a function of increase in age of subjects. 

Figure 1 presents age changes in discrimination of sibling 
age-roles by power. The use of this dimension increased significantly 
as a function of increase in age _^jn <r.00l). The tendency for scores 
to increase with age vras significant for both figure pair comparisons, 

EKLC 



9 

Insert F.ir.wrc 1 about here 

Only (singleton) siiljjectr; differed s i pji i f i c a.nt ly (n<.05) 
from subjects vhc had an older sibling"; in that singleton subjects 
made more random assignments of hip:h and low power items to both the 
older and younger sibling fipuroj^. This finding failed' to change 
significantly as a function of i)icrear>ing age of subjects. 

Sex of the older sibling influenced the use of the pover 
dimension in that subjects, botli male and female, who had an older 
male sibling differed significantly (£<.05) from subjects who had 
an older female sibling in assigning high pover items to the older 
sibling and low power actions to the younger sibling figure. Sub- 
jects who had an older male sibling assigned more high power actions 
to the older sibling than subjects who had an older female sibling. 
This finding failed to change significantly as a function of 
increase in iv.ge of subjects. 

Age-gpaeing . between sibling failed to produce significant 
differences in assigning high and low pover actions to discriminate 
age-roles by power, excer>t for gi'rls who had an older brother 
(AMF-~BM? groups), airls who were spaced from 12 to 20 months from 
their older brother assigned more high power items to the older 
sibling and low power actions to the younger sibling figure and 
girls who were spaced 28 to hQ months between their older brother 
(2.<.0l). This finding failed to increase s i gni f jl c ant ly as a function 
of increasing age. 
§JL^JJL6. Apte-Holes by Ilun^ctioji 

The use of the function dimension to discriminate age-ro],es 
was measured by the combined assigned frequency of interference items 
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to the older sibling and facilitation items to th'^ younp;er sibling 
in both the older brother-younger brother and older sister-younger 
sister T^air comparisons. Scores could range from 0 to 2^4 vith a 
score of 12 indicating "chance." The median lor the total sample w,,.. 
1^4.71, and 86 percent of the total sample made scores above 12. 

Discrr.mination of age-roles by function did not occur as 
predicted. Subjects consistently assigned facilitation rather than 
interference items to the older sibling (£<.00l). Facilitation 
actions were assigned slightly more than interference items to the 
younger sibling figure (£<.05). There vere no significant sex 
differences on this measure as a function of increasing age of 
sub J e c t s . 

Age changes in discrimination of age-roles by function are 
presented graphically in Figure 2. Significant increases in assign- 
ment of f aci li t ati on . and interference actions to the older and 
younger siblings as a function of increasing age vere found for 
both the combined sc cres and the older brother-younger brother 
. pair comparisons (£-<.0l), vhile changes in. scores approached 
significance for the older sister-younger sister compari jjon . 

Insert Figure 2 about here 

Both male and female singleton subjects differed significantly 
(]><:. 05) from subjects vho had an older sibling on this measure. 
Singleton subjects made assignments of facilitation and interference 
items randomly to both younger and older sibling figures. 

Sex of the older sibling significantly (t)<.01) influenced 
the use of this dimension only for males vho had a same- or opposite- 
Q sex older sibling. Male subjects who had a same-sex older siblinP! 
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assip:ned more facilitation actions to the older sibling and more 
interference actions to the younper siblinr; than male sub.lects vho 
had an ot)T)osit e-sex older sibling. This finding; failed to increase 
or change s i gni f i c a;: tly as a function cf increase in acre. 

Age-spacinfr betv^een sibling produced significant differences 
in scores only for p-irls vho had an older sister. The AFF group 
subjects assigned more facilitation actions to the older sibling 
and more interference items to the younger sibling than the BFF 
group subjects. (2_<:;,,0i). This finding also failed to change or in- 
crease significantly as a function of increasing age. 
Siblin g Sex-Role s by Poye_r 

The combined frequency of assignments of high power actions 
to a male sibling figure and low pover actions to a female sibling 
figure in cross-sex figure Dair presentations measured discrimina- 
tion of sibling sex-roles by pover. The median for the total sample 
Dn this measure was 1^1 . OU , and 79 percent of the total sample made 
scores above 12, or "chance.^' 

The total sample utilized clear-cut perception of the pover 
dimension to discriminate sibling sex-roles by pover (p<C.00l) as 
predicted. Changes were prevalent in the use of this dimension as a 
function of increasing age (2.<;»0l) as presented graphically in 
Figure 3. 



Insert Figure 3 about here 



Sex differencesj vrere found on this measure in that females 
appeared to be more perce-otive of the power dimension to discriminat 
sibling sex-roles than boys (];5^<;^.0l). This finding failed to change 
significantly as a function of increasing age of subjects. 
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The presence of an older siblinfr appeared to influence 
significant differences (d<'«001) in c ompp,r i s on s of scores of both 
boys and girls vith an opDO si te-sex older siblirijR: » and singleton 
subjects. The sin/?:lcton subjects made more random as s i i^.nmen t s than 
subjects who had an opposi te-sex older siblin/;^. 

Analysis of the data indicated that sex of the olde. . .. -i ing 
produced vneXDected differences in assif^nments of high and low 
power items. Boys who had an older sister performed opposite to 
that predicted in consistently assigning high power actions to the 
female sibling figure and low power actions to the male figure. This 
response pattern produced a significant difference (n<.00l) in 
comparison with responses of boys who had an older brother. A simi- 
lar result was found in comparing res-oonses of girls with same- or 
opposite-sex older sibling. Girls who had an older brother con- 
sistently assigned high power actions to a male sibling figure and 
low power actions to a female sibling figure than girls who had an 
older sister (d<C.001). 

Age-spacing effects failed to produce significant differences 
on this measure except for boys and girls who had an opposite-sex 
older sibling. Boys who were closely spaced (12 to 20 months) to 
their older sister assigned significantly (p-< .001) more high 
power items to the female sibling figure and low power items to the 
male sibling figure than boy^ who were widely spaced (28 to h8 months 
from their older sister. Girls who were spaced close to their older 
brother made signif ic antly more (£<.0l) high power assignments to 
the male sibling figure than girls who were spaced widely from tlieir 
older brother. These findings failed to change significantly with 
increases in age of subjects. 
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Sibling Sex-Role s by Fu ncti on 

The combined frequency of as s i gnriC nt s of interference actions 
to a male sibling figure and f aci 1 i. t at i on actions to a female sibling 
figure measured di scriminati or? of sibling?: yex~roles by function. 
The median for the total sample was 13.80, and 75 perc'-^»^t of the 
total sample made scores above 12, or '^chance 

The total sample discriminated sibling sex-roles by function 
as predicted in that the male sibling fi^];ure vas consistently 
assigned interference actions and the female sibling figure vas 
assigned facilitation actions (j2^<.Q0l). Significant' (^^.Ol) age 
changes vere found on this measure as presented in Figure k. 

Insert Fif^ure h about here 

A significant sex difference in performance vas found on 
this measiire. Girls vere found to make s i f;n i f i c ant ly more assign- 
ments of facilitation items to the female sibling and interference 
items to the male sibling than boys (^.C-Ol). This finding failed 
to change significantly as a function of increase in age of subjects. 

Significant differences in response patterns vere found in 
comparisons of singleton subj e c t s vi th those who had an cider sibling. 
Singleton subjects randomly assigned both facilitation and inter- 
ference items to both sibling figures (2^<^.05)» 

Significant differences vere found in resnonse patterns on 
this measure vhen comparing both boys and girls who- had a same- or 
opposite-sex older sibling. Those trho had an older brother assigned 
more interference items to the male sibling figure than'. those vho 
had an older sister (t^C.OOI). A Dirnliar pattei^n occurred in assign- 
ments of facilitation items. Those vho had an older sister assigned 
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more of these items to ai female siblin;^ figure thp.n those subjects 
vho had an older brother {d<.001). 

Age-spacinr^ failed to produce sip:nific ..t differences in 
sibling subgroup comparisons except for boy^^ of both ar:^ e - spac i ng 
differentials vho had an older sister. For this group comparison, 
it was found that boys who were SDaced closely to their older sister 
assigned significantly (]d<.01) more facilitation items to a male 
sibling figure and more interference items to a female sibling 
figure than boys vho were spaced widely from their older sister. 
This finding failed to change significantly as a function of 
increase in age. 

Discussion 

The paucity of empirical data on the sibling relationship 
as a dynamic social system was the basis of performing the present 
research. The data presented in this study appeared to indicate 
the value and importance of an older sibling in that second-born 
children perceived an older sibling as a "significant other" and, 
in all likelihood, used the interpersonal perception of sibling 
roles as an adjunct to other operative social forces (parents-, peers, 
etc.) in. defining their role positions and concepts. This is con- 
sistent with other data in this area (Bigner, 1971; Cicirelli, 
1972; Sampson, 1965: Sutton-Smith and Rosenberg, 1968). The data 
appeared to indicate that second-born children relied extensively 
on the social-action dimensions of power and function in defining 
and discriminating sibling age- and sex -roles, and that the extent 
of use of these dimensions was contingent on the age of the child, 
his sex,' the sex of his older sibling, and, in certain instances, 
the age-spacing between his older sibling . The data perhaps feive 
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relevance to the assjurnntion that younger children in the sibling 
constellation "look tin to" or rely on the older sibling as a model* 
In this instance, the data vould indicate that if second-born 
children do indeed ."^ ook to their older sibling for social guidance, 
modeling, etc., perhaps it is because they have learned to recognize 
and acknowledge his social power and ability to provide certain 
functions and povers in their relationship. The data additionally 
indicate that second-born children ascribe to their older sibling 
as well as to themselves culturally determined sex-role standards 
and discriminations and perhaps are influenced by the presence of an 
older sibling in learning a sex-role. It would appear from the data 
that second-born children who have an older sibling of the onDosite— 
sex are presented vrith the opportunity to learn to discriminate 
role behaviors of this sex-role better than children who have a 
same- sex older sibling. This is consistent with other research 
(Bigner, 1972; Brim, 1957; Koch, 1956a; Sutton-Smith and Rosenberg, 
1965, 1970). Thus, it is possible that such patterns of discrimina- 
tion of age- and sex-roles within the family and learned within 
the unique properties of the sibling constellation may generalize to 
discriminations of the behaviors and roles of other individuals, 
guide the developing child in the development of his self-concept, 
and serve to predict future behavior in social interaction with 
others • 

Parsonian theory holds the contention that children discrimi- 
nate age-roles by the power dimension and sex-roles by the function 
dimension. ImTolicit in the theory is the converse, i.e. that age- 
roles would not be discriminated on the function dimension and sex- 
Q roles would n^^t be discriminated on the power dimension. The present 
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data supported the first contention in that children discriminated 
sibling age-roles by pover and sibling sex-roles by function. The 
data further indicated that second-born children utilized both the 
power and function dimensions to discriminate sex- aAd a/:!;e -roles , 
respectively. However, discrimination of age-roles by function did 
not occur as predicted in that the older sibling vas c ons i s tent ].y 
assigned facilitation rather than interference items. The data in- 
dicated also that sex-roles were discriminated on therpover dimen- 
sion thd that girls utilized this dimension significantly more 
(£<.0l) frequently than boys. Furthermore, the data suggested that 
sex of the older sibling and age-spacing between sibling were im- 
portant determinants of discrimination of sex-roles on the power 
dimension. Essentially, these data confirm Emmerich's (1959, I96I) 
findings regarding chilreu's discrimination of family roles. 

Parsonian theory implies that age- role discrimination should 
occur earlier in the developmental scheme than sex-role discrimina^ 
tion. Data of the present study failed to confirm this hypothesis. 
This find.ing- was comparable to that obtained by Emmerich (1959 , 
1961). V^hile these data suggest modifications to Parsonian theory, 
it should be .emphasized that, additional investigation is necessary 
to determine whether age-roles are discriminated earlier than sex- 
roles by other dimensions postulated by Parsons and Shiils (I95I). 

The differences in age-trends in the discrimination of age- 
and sex -roles provide additional interpretations. The data indicated 
that the amount of power and function attributed to an older sibling 
increased at almost each age level (Figures 1 and 2), while there 
was a curvilinear relation in the-amount of power and function 
attributed to a male sibling and age (Figures 3 and 1+ ) . Comrjarison 
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of these curves sup:cests that children appear to continually rely 
on these dimensions to discriminate a/^e-roles at the ages under 
investigation while the use of these dimensions to discriminate sibli? 
sex-roles reaches a:: apex at the ninth year. It appears that the 
period between th^^ ager. of ^ivr:* r?,nd nin^.: years are particularly 
salient in the development of sili>linp: sex-role concepts and that 
differentiation of these role concepts commences Ibetveen the ninth 
and thirteenth years. Data from previous investigations have 
indicated that the continuity of sibling pover relationships occurs 
across the age. levels from childhood through callege ( Sutton-Siii th 
and Rosenberg, I968). The data of the present study suggest that the 
differentiation in siblinp: sejc-role concepts after the ninth year 
may be due to the increased cop;i->ltiYe and :r so^c i al avareness of 
children in the co:.npletion of the identification process. Perhaps 
the efficacy of the older sibling?: as a model has reached an apex 
at this year and s:Cgni f i cance has declined thereafter. 

The data of this study may be considered tvo represent the 
perceptions and discriminations of sibling age- and sex-roles from 
the viewpoint of the second-born child. It is quite possible that 
different results vould be obtained if children from other ordinal 
positions were included as subjects. Research is being performed 
currently by the author to include responses of first-borns for , 
comparison purposes vith the i:)resent data. 
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TABLE 2 

Classification of Social Actions According to Pover 
and Function Dichotomies 



Function 


Pover 


High 


Low 




1. 


You can have it. 


7. 


Can I have this? 


Facilitation 


2. 


Thank you for doing it 


8. 


I'll do as you say. 




3. 


You did that very well 


9. 


I can do it very well. 




k. 


You can't have it. 


10. 


Give me that . 


Interference 


5. 


Stop doing that . 


11. 


No. I won't do it. 




6. 


You did that vrong. 


12. 


I can't do it very well, 
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TABLE 3 

Presentation Sequence of Figure Pairs and Social Action Items 



Sequenc e 




Item 


Seauence 




■( 

Item ' 


Sequence 




Item 


Number 


Pair 


Number 


Number 


Pair 


. Number 


Number 


Pair 


Numbe r 


1 


MlFl 


1 


17 


F1F2 


9 


33 


M2M1 


11 


2 


F2M2 


. 11 


18 


M2M1 


7 


3U 


F2M2 


1+ 


3 


F1F2 


3 


19 


F2M2 


6 


35 


F1F2 


8 
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M2M1 


1+ 


20 


MlFl 


1+ 


36 


MlFl 


6 


5 


F2F1 


6 


21 


M1M2 


8 


37 


M2F2 


8 


6 


F2M1 


8 


22 


FlMl 


3 


38 


M1M2 


6 


7 


M1M2 


9 


23 


F2F1 


11 


39 


F2F1 


1+ 


8 


M2F2 


7 


2h 


M2F2 


1 


ko 


FlMl 


11 


9 


MlFl 


5 


25 


F1F2 


5 


1+1 


F1F2 


1 


10 


F1F2 


12 


26 


F2M2 


9 


1+2 


M2M1 


3 


11 


F2M2 


2 


27 


MlFl 


2 


1+3 


F2M2 


10 


12 


M2M1 


10 


28 


M2M1 


2 


1+U 


MlFl 


2 


13 


F2F1 


2 


29 


F2F1 


10 


1+5 


M1M2 


12 


lit. 


FlMl 


10 


30 


FlMl 


12 


1+6 


F2F1 
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15 


M2F2 


12 


31 


M1M2 
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1+7 


FlMl 
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16 
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5 


32 
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3 


1+8 
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Figure Captions 
Figure 1. Discrimination of sibling age-roles by power. 
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Figure Captions 
Figure 2. Discrimination of sibling age-^roIes by function 



Figure Captions 
Figure 3. Di scrim j T^ation cf slbline: sex-roles by pover. 
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Figure Captions 
Pipure h. Discrimination of sibling sex-roT^s by function 
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